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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is in response to the applicant's request for reconsideration 
dated 11/16/2005. 

The applicant has not amended any claims. 
Claims 1-12 are pending. 



Response to Arguments 

1 . The applicant has submitted three paragraphs of arguments on page 3 of the 
Remarks/Arguments, in regard to the examiner's rejection under 35 USC 130 of Claim 
1. The following is the examiner's rebuttal: 

As per the 1 st paragraph: 

The applicant states that the AA does not teach or suggest "selection means for 
selecting one output". The examiner agrees, and the examiner had stated such a 
deficiency of the AA in the last office action because there are two outputs. However, 
the examiner did not rely on the AA, and instead referred to Higashida for this teaching. 

As per the 2 nd paragraph: 

Where the applicant states that Higashida does not teach the selection means for 
selecting any one of the debug operations, the examiner disagrees. The circuit of FIG. 8 
8c is shown selecting one of the inputs, with trace information being one of the inputs. 
Referring to FIG. 2 of Higashida, the trace information is further defined as being any 
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one of the debug signals. The applicant also states that "one output terminal" for 
monitor results is not taught, but the examiner reiterates that selected results from FIG. 8 
8A is a single output designated as the 8 bit output of the selector 8b. 

Also argued is that Higashida does not teach "only one terminal" for outputting 
the result signal selected by the selector. In response to applicant's argument that the 
reference Higashida fails to show this feature of the applicant's invention, it is noted that 
the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., only one terminal for outputting the result 
signal) is not recited in the rejected claim. Although the claims are interpreted in light of 
the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In 
re Van Geuns } 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Therefore, the examiner maintains the rejection of these limitations as outlined in 
the previous office action under Higashida, and consequently, the rejection of Claim 1 is 
maintained. 

As per the 3 rd paragraph: 

The applicant argues that Ogino fails to further support or disclose the same 
limitations that the applicant has contended are lacking in the 2 nd paragraph above. But 
the examiner maintains (above) that the reference Higashida does indeed teach the 
argued limitations of the 2 nd paragraph, and so the applicant's argument for Ogino is 
moot, in view of the limitations being maintained as per the 2 nd paragraph above. 



Application/Control Number: 09/900,945 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2138 

2. All other dependent claims were cited by the applicant as being dependent on 
Claim 1 and thus allowable. But since the examiner maintains the rejection of Claim 1, 
all dependent Claims 2-12 are also maintained as rejected. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John P. Trimmings whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-3830. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday, 7:30 
AM to 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Albert DeCady can be reached on (571) 272-3819. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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